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A. Overview of the Invention and Prior Art 
1. The Invention 

A problem with prior techniques for web page design is that it is difficult for 
writers and artists of web pages to effectively coordinate the locating or creating of 
media (e.g., art, graphics, sound, and video) that is needed for each web page, A 
writer writes the text for a web page and writes specifications ("specs") that describe 
and identify what media is needed at what locations within a web page. An artist at 
a later time can review the specifications, locate or create the specified media, and 
insert the media into the web page. Because of the large size of web site 
development projects, which can include many web pages with numerous pieces of 
media and numerous specifications, the identification and retrieval of the correct 
media often becomes confused. 

Applicant's invention is directed to a system for managing media that 
overcomes some of the problems of prior techniques. Applicant's system provides a 
collection of existing specs for media elements. This collection may be created 
initially by an administrator or developed over time as writers and artists create or 
modify web pages. Applicant's system displays the existing specs for media 
elements so that a writer can locate a desired media element. If the writer can 
locate a desired media element based on review of the existing specs, then an 
identifier for that media element is inserted into the web page. If, however, the writer 
cannot locate the desired media element, the writer can create a new spec that 
describes the desired media element. The new spec is then stored in association 
with the web page so that an artist can subsequently retrieve and use the spec to 
create the desired media element for the web page. After the artist has created the 
desired media element based on the spec, then an identifier for the created media 
element is inserted into the web page. 
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2. The King Reference 

King describes a technique for three-way separation of information of a 
document, such as a web page. In particular, the information is separated into 
content elements, a design description, and a media specification of a document. 
(King, 2:52-55 and 5:55-58.) 

King defines content element, design description, and media specification as 
follows: Content elements are the content of a document such as text, images, 
graphics, and so on, (King, 7:30-35.) A design description describes the overall 
layout of the document such as a horizontal brochure format, a single or multi-page 
format, a newsletter, a calendar, or so on. (King, 7:36-49.) A media specification 
specifies the media to which a composition is to be rendered such as a sequence of 
screen pages, a web site in HTML, a three-dimensional HTML format ("VRML"), 
paper pages, and so on. (King, 7:50-64.) 

To render a document, King's design engine inputs the content elements, the 
design description, and the media specification of the document and renders the 
content to the medium laid out in accordance with the design description. (King, 
8:47-50.) 

B. Issues 

1. Whether King's design description is "a spec describing the desired 
media element as indicated by the writer." 

2. Assuming, arguendo, that a design description is a "spec," whether 
King displays to a writer existing design descriptions for content elements so that the 
writer can locate a desired content element. 
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C. Arguments 

1. King's Design Description is Not a "Spec" 

Applicant's "spec" describes and identifies a media element that is to be 
included in a web page. Applicant's specification states that a writer "writes a 
specification ("spec") which describes and identifies what media is needed at that 
point in the document." (Specification, 2:6-8.) Moreover, all of the claims recite "a 
spec describing the desired media element." 

King's design description, which the Examiner believes corresponds to 
applicant's spec, describes a format for the overall layout of a web page. King's 
design description may specify a calendar format, newsletter format, or other format. 
King renders content laid out in accordance with the design description. 

King's design description thus describes a layout of a web page and does not 
describe or identify a media element (e.g., graphic or video) as does a spec that is to 
be included in a web page as recited by the claims. In addition, King's design 
description is not used "to create the desired media element for the web page." 
Rather, King's design description is input to King's design engine that renders 
content elements in accordance with the layout of design description. 

2. King Does Not Display Existing Design Descriptions so That a Writer 
Can Locate a Desired Content Element 

Applicant's claims recite "displaying to a writer the existing specs so that the 
writer can locate a desired media element," or similar language. Applicant is 
puzzled by the Examiner's position that King's existing design descriptions are 
displayed to writers so that they can locate content elements. Applicant can find 
nothing in King that describes displaying design descriptions to a writer. Design 
descriptions are simply used to define the layout of content elements during the 
rendering process. 
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Moreover, there is nothing in King to suggest design descriptions can be used 
to locate content elements. Since a design description describes a format for a 
layout of a web page, it is not clear how such a format could help someone locate a 
desired content element. King thus uses design descriptions simply to determine 
how to lay out the content elements. 

D. Conclusion 

Since King's design descriptions have a completely different function from 
applicant's spec (describing a layout, rather than identifying a media element), 
applicant respectfully submits that the claims are not obvious over King in view of 
Estrada. Applicant respectfully requests withdrawal of the rejection and early 
allowance of this application. 

Dated: May 1 , 2006 Respectfully submitted, 
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